fhe GMnibersalist. 


emmewmee = Oe. 


Rev. Joun 8S. THompson, EDITOR AND PROPRIETOR. 
VOL. I.) UTICA----AUGUST 15, 18925. [NO. 10. 














We insert the foliowing paper, from a considerat!on, that every man 
should be allowed a candid hearing, on all subjects of importance; though 
the question discussed, has no more connexion with Universalism than 
with the mountains of the Moun. Universalists believe the whol. human 
family shall be graciously and eternally saved from sin and misery ; but on 
many other points, as honest and candid men, they claim the privilege of 
thinking differently. With Priesiey, Belsham, and the most eminent Eng- 
lish Unitarians, as well as some of our ablest Universalian brethren, in this 
country, the editor, fearlessly rejects the story of the miraculous coneep- 
tion, as a disgrace to the Christian religion. 7 


MIRACULOUS CUNCEPTION. 
Disquisition on Luke 4, 22, Is not this Juseph’s Son ? 

It has generally been believed that our Lord came by Mary, a vir- 
gin, who, through a divine and miraculous influence, conceived and 
brought forth the Saviour of the world, But as there is no proper 
evidence to support the assumption, I shall undertake to disprove 
this fanciful opinion, and demonstrate its absurdity. To prove the 
affirmative of the question, and show the fallacy of the negative, is 
the object of the following disquisition. 


1. The testimony of genuine scripture is that Jesus was really the 
son of Joseph. 

Frequently the question of the text was put by the Jews, but never 
answered by Christ or any of his apostles, in the negative. The 
genealogy given by Luke depends entirely on this fact, both for its 
meaning and propriety. The writer sets out with this position, that 
Jesus was the son of Joseph, and as such gives his lineage through 
David to Abraham. It will never satisfy an honest and candid in- 
quirer, to tell him Jesus was reckoned the son of Joseph, or was 
adopted the son of such a man. The candid will immediately say, 
what has this to do with his real genealogy? If Jesus was the real 
son of Joseph, there was sense and meaning in the genealogy by 
Luke ; if not, and he was only the son of Mary, there seems to be 
in it all the deception and artifice of a designing impostore What 
advantage could there be in our Lord being born of a virgin? Will 
the advocates of such a doctrine still continue to tell us, that it was 
necessary for our Lord to be born of a virgin, that he might be free 
from original sin? How can this be unless all virgins are free from 
it also? If so then females must be guilty of original sin when they 
marry ! Consequently they expose themselves to be damned eter- 
nally for doing what God has commanded !! No resumes the res- 
pondent, it behoved Christ to be born of a virgin, to fulfil prophecy. 
And wilt it be admitted, that God did not foreknow events, when 
he predicted them, and that he is compelled to exert omnipotence 
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to avoid contingency ? Surely this is to talk foolishly, if not wick- 
edly for God. But the scriptures never foretold that the Messiah 
should be born of a virgin ; nor is there any allusion to Christ in the 
passage referred to in Isaiah! Our Lord was therefore the real son 
of Joseph and Mary, by natural and ordinary generation. 


2. He must have been the son of Joseph, otherwise he could not have 
heen the son of David, and therefore not the true Messiah, who was 
to come from the lineage and family of David. 


All the Jews knew that their Messiah must come of the house of 
David. yet they never object to him, that he was of another tribe or 
family, which they most certainly would have done, had he not been 
as they sincerely believed, the real son of Joseph. Many contend 
for the miraculous conception, without ever seriously reflecting on 
the consequences which must follow, if their position can be main- 
tained ; but if Mary was not of the tribe of Judah, and she the only 
parent of Christ, then it clearly follows, that the religion of Jesus 
is an imposition on the credulity of men, and that the Jews are right, 
and Christians yet strangers to God and his covenant. 

That Mary was not of the tribe of Judah, may be fairly inferred 
from the first chapter of Luke, where she is called the Cousin of 
Elizabeth who was of the daughters of Aaron, and whose husband 
was Zacharias, a priest of the tribe of Levi. But there is still ex- 
tant an ancient book, entitled ** The Testament of the tcetve Patri- 
archs” containing the predictions of the sons of Jacob, believed by 
most of the learned to have been the work of a Jew, and to have 
been originally written in hebrew 3 this book describes the Messiah 
as the offspring of Judah by Joseph, and the descendant of Levi by 
Mary. A Greek edition of this book, was published by Grabe and 
at Knglish translation by Whiston ; the latter of whom, considers 
the book genuine and sacred. Tis certain that Origen cites the book 
as an authority in his fifteenth homily on Joshua—It is however of lit- 
tle importance whether the book be canonical or not; If we admit 
with Cave, Dodwell, Grabe, Beausobre, and Lardner, that the au- 
thor was a Jew, and that the book was written so early as the first or 
second century ; it will hence follow, that he had the means of know- 
ing to what tribe Mary belonged ; and as he describes her of the 
tribe of Levi and no one has ever contradicted him, we lawfuily in- 
fer that she wag a daughter ef Aaron; and then for the honor of 
Christ and our own credit, as his followers, we must admit, that he 
was really the natural and legitimat> son of Joseph by Mary the Le- 
vite : 

From this book we extract the following testimonies. Simeon 
savs, ** The Lord will raise out of Levi a Priest, and out of Judah 
a King : and he shall save all the Gentiles and the stock of Israel.’ 
Gad says, ‘tout of Judah and Levi, the Lord ~ ill raise a savior to 
Tarae! Similar are the testimonies of Joseph, Levi, and Naphtali. 
That the Redeemer should spring from the tribes of Juda and Levi, 
is consistent with the fair interpretation of many parts of the sacred 
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scriptures, especially Jer. 33. 20-—23. It was also perfectly suit 

able, that so it should be, seeing our Lord was to unite the sceptre 
and priesthood, and to be constituted a priest on the throne of Da- 
vid, and anointed a prince and a Savior. ‘This is also implied in the 
words of Zachariah the prophet, 6. 13, when he predicts that Christ 
should be a priest anda King; and that a council of peace should 
be between both these offices, because both anited in the person 
of the Mediator ; and in tuis beautiful arrangement of the God of 
order, who is he that cannot behold propriety and consistency, and 
feel an irresitible influence, notwithstanding all his prepossessions, 
tending to lead him to acquiescence in the wise and admirable plans 
of Divine wisdom. 

We have thus far proceeded on the affirmative, and might add 
many things, but we hasten to attend to a supposed great and insur- 
mountable objection, to what we have assumed. We are referred 
to the first chapter of Matthew and likewize to the first of Luke for 
positive declarations to contradict what we have already asserted. — 
We know that such declarations there occur, but we believe we have 
just reasons for doubting their veracity. We only beg the patience 
of the reader, till we assign these reasons, which we deem conclu- 
sive against the authority of these chapters. Cry not out then, pre- 
maturely that if we eject one part of the scriptures, we may reject 
the whole, for the question is not yet decided whether they ever 
were a part of the scriptures. ‘Though the voice of scepticism and 
fanaticism unite in the above declamation, yet the suggestion that we 
endanger the whole by rejecting a part, arises from great ignorance 
of biblical history. None will act so foolishly as to cast: away all 
his money, merely because he has detected one piece of base coin a- 
mong it ; and it would be equally absurd, to reject the bible, because 
some parts may not be genuine, Suppose the Koran and bible to 
have been bound together in one volume, and one of those strong 
sticklers for the integrity of the bible, to have been the owner. He 
is strongly advised by a friend to take away the Koran from the bi- 
ble, because it contains the religion of Mahomet, and makes no part 
of the religion of Jesus. No says the man, if I give up a part of 
the bible, I will renounce it altogether. Now it is clear, that the 
man was under no necessity to resign any part of his bible. The 
object of his friend’s advice, was to induce him to cast away the Ko- 
ran, which ought not to have been placed with the sacred scriptures— 
for the man’s bible would remain as perfect and entire when separ- 
ated from the Koran, as when bound with it in the same volume.— 
‘Honey is called sincere when separated from wax, and gold refined 
when freed from baser metals with which it may have been alloyed ; 
so the scriptures become more valuable, genuine and authoritative 
when delivered from the mass of spurious additions, by which men 
have corrupted the revelation of heaven; and were every spurious 
word, verse, or chapter removed from the sacred volume not one dec- 
trine ever taught by Christ or his apostles would suffer by the de- 
duction. The more the scriptures are investigated, the mere they 
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will appear to be what they profess ; and truth, like gold, will ever 
be a gainer by the trial of experienced and skillful judges. 
We are fully aware that many zealots, totally ignorant of the first 
rinciples of Theology, are always first in — the cry of infidel- 
ity against all who complain of the purity of the holy scriptures ; 
but that many interpolations exist in the very best copies, is unde- 
niable : and there are many passages scattered throughout the whole 
volume, which create such difficulties as cannot be solved without 
admitting them. Little do they consider, who manifest zeal but not 
according to knowledge, the advantage they give to infidels, by not 
admitting the existence of interpolations and even corruptions in the 
sacred volume. Never was there a more ponderous millstone hung 
about the neck of Christianity, than that prepared by pleading for 
the entire purity and integrity of the sacred scriptures ; a weight 
which none but frantic desperados will dare impose on the christian 
religion. In the last chapter of the book called Deuteronomy we 
have an account of the death of Moses, and the succession of Josh- 
ua—In Gen—12. 6, it is said that when Abraham came into the land 
of Canaan, the Canaanites were then in the land. In Gen. 22. 14, 
these remarkable words occur ; as it is said to this day, in the mount 
of the Lord it shall be seen: and in Gen. 36. 3, these are the kings 
that reigned over Edom, before there reigned any king over the land 
of Israel. Will any rational man suppose, that these passages were 
written by Moses? Certainly not. If then such passages be not 
admitted as interpolations, they must unquestionably destroy the 
authenticity of the books; and all the threatenings of Hell and 
damnation, which the monkish priest may fulminate against the sin- 
cere inquirer, wi] produce no effect. He will satisfy his mind m 
this point by saying, I have detected fraud in one case, I may nat- 
urally expect it in another : and he whom I have found a designing 
deceiver in one instance, I have reason to suspect in another ! such 
passages could not have been written till the Canaanites were cast 
out of their land ; the temple erected on mount Moriah ; and a suc- 
cession of kings had reigned over Israel. Dr. Prideaux supposes 
that Ezra, in his edition of the scriptures, added many interpolations, 
which appeared to him necessary for illustration ; and that Simeon 
the just made similar additions to those books which were added to 
the sacred volume after the death of Ezra: but however they came 
into the holy writings, it is clear they exist in them, and to acknowl- 
edge them is christian and honest ; but to deny them is deceitful 
a infidel. If then the scriptures suffer through the spurious addi- 
tions, which have been made to them by designing men, let us, as 
honest men, be the first to acknowledge and correct them! Let it 
even be our motto, the weapons of our warfare are not carnal, but 
spite, and mighty through God to the pulling down of strong 
vlds. 
In the first place let it be carefully noticed that the two first chap- 
ters of Matthew, the two first of Luke, except the four first verses 
and the five first verses of John’s Gospel seem exordiums to the 
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Gospel history given by the Evangelists; and that Mark rejects the 
prefaces and affirms that the introduction of John, as the forerunner 
of Christ, is the beginning of the Gospel or gospel history of Jesus 
the Christ. Now if we reject these prefaces, the four Evangelists 
commence the gospel history in the same manner, and Mark aftirms 
this introduction of the history by the notice of the Baptist as Christ’s 
forerunner, is the beginning of the gospel. Hence it follows that 
the two first chapters of Matthew, the two first of Luke and the 
five first verses of John are either spurtous, or Mark is a false wit- 
ness! Indeed one weuld be almost inclined to think frum the be- 
ginning of Mark’s Gos; el, that he had seen the spurious additions 
of Matthew and disavowed them, as making any part of the sacred 
history of our Lord. 

There are many things incredidle, related in these introductions, 
such as the story of the Angel and Mary—of the wise men—of the 
slaughter of the innocents, and of Christ’s flight tu F xypt. 

The Magi were Persians who could neither know ary thing about 
the Messiah, nor feel the least interest in Jewish rffairs. Ail the 
hopes arising from a promised Messiah, were wholly confined to the 
Jewish nation, and no expectations extended to the Gentile world, 
till after the crucifixion of our Lord. The Persians could have no 
belief in Jewish prophecies, if they were understood, and conse- 
quently there can be no reason assigned, why the wise men should 
come to Jerusalem to pay their homage to a poor, despised, undistin- 
guished individual. But the reason they give for their coming 1s too 
ridiculous : we have seen his starin the Kast—as if the scriptures 
would countenance the foolish and knavish tricks of fortanetelling, 
by the appearances of the planets or stars! The guide by which 
they are conducted isa star! What skill had these sages in astron- 
omy ? A star, a Globe larger than the whole earth, travels before 
them and stands over the house ! What! aset of poor visionary 
fortunetellers and astrologers the first to acknowledge the Messiah !? 
O tell it not in Gath lest the daughters of the uncircumcised rejoice, 
that there was not a prophet of ibe Lord in the camp of Israel—not 
a man of Isachar who had knowledge of the times, till they were 
instructed by the Persian astrologers ! ! 

Moreover according to these chapters, at the birth of Christ, 
Herod and all Jerusalem were alarmed ; the priests proclaim him 
the Messiah ; a prophetess announces him the Savior ; Angels from 
heaven acclaim his praise ; and to prevent the revolt of the Jewish 
nation from the Roman yoke, all the young under two yeas are slain. 
These events would e a deep and lasting impression on the mem- 
ory of every individual of that generation. The name of Jesus, the 
son of Joseph and Mary would be awfully and painfully engraved on 
the tablets of their hearts. But anon Jesus appears in the temple, 
none are astonished at the name of Jesus, none alarmed for the son 
of Joseph, none recognise him as the Messiah, the king of Israel ! 
The general inquiry is, who is this ? Is not this the son of Joseph, 
 whoee father and mother we know? Alas! what stupidity ! Thou. 
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sands of mothers bereaved of thei¢ tender offspring for the name of 
Jesus, have all forgotten ! But a little ago, kings, priests, and 
p'ophets proclaimed him the Messiah, now they too have slept their 
sleep outright !! They no longer remember the babe of Bethlehem, 
the son of Joseph and Mary ! Good God! could intellect dwell in 
the brain of such besotted creatures ! 

Again according to the statement Luke 1. 56, Jesus and John were 
nearly related, and being born and educated in the same neighbor- 
hood and the offspring of two Cousins, they would be intimately ac- 
quainted with each other, and all the miraculous circumstances of 
their births and descent. From the instructions of the mothers and 
the common fame of the country, Jesus would know John, not only 
as his relative but also his harbinger in the new and great dispensa- 
tion ; and John would equally know Jesus as his relative and Lord ; 
notwithstanding John at the time of Christ’s Baptism, declares his 
entire ignorance of the person and descent of Jesus ; saying I knew 
hia not! John 1. $1, 5S. Can any man harmonize such discord- 
ant expressions ? 

If tie introductions be true, Christ should have been called Jesus 
of Bethlehem, and not Jesus of Nazareth. 

In all parts of genuine scripture Christ is called Jesus of Naza- 
reth, the son of Joseph. Nor does Christ or any of his apostles ever 
tell us, that this appellation was incorrect. Never does Jesus dis- 
own Joseph as his father, nor Nazareth as the place of his birth. On 
the contrary, he tells the Jews who still called hima Nazarene and 
a carpenter, the son of Joseph and Mary, ye both know me and whence 
Jam. ‘This acknowledgement of Christ is entirely sufficient to set- 
tle the controversy. 

The two genealogies are contradictory and neither agree in the 
names of the persons nor the number of the generations. 

Many writers have attempted a harmony, but they have found 
their labor as useless as that of Sisyphus and themselves like unfor- 
tunate Ixion, condemned to roll round on the wheel to the place 
whence they began. ‘The pretended Matthew fixes three great 
Epochs ; the first a is from Abraham to David; the second from 
David to the Babylonian captivity ; and the third from the captivity 
to the birth of Christ. To each of these periods, he assigns just 
fourteen generations, neither more nor less. This is going to work 
artificially indeed ! Butif we admit Luke’s we must exclade Mat- 
thew’s, for they are eternally at war with each other, and there can 
be no use nor meaning in Luke’s unless we admit the natural de- 
scent of Jesus from Joseph by ordinary generation. 

The Chronulogzy of these spurious introductions is irreconcilable 
with that of the true Evangelists and co-temporary historians. 

According to the second of Matthew, Jesus must have been one 
or two years old before the death of Herod ; for he had slain the 
children from two years old and under; and Jesus had lived some 
time in Egypt before Herod’s death. Luke says Jesus was thirty 
years old in the fifteenth year of Tiberius, and Dr. Lardner admits 
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that all the notes of time in the Gospels, easily synchronise with this 
being the fifteenth year of the sole empire of Tiberius. Now as 
Augustus died and was succeeded by Tiberius on the nineteenth of 
Augus. A. U. 767 A. D. 14, our Lord must have been born A. U. 
7533 and Herod, if Matthew’s testimony be admitted, must have 
lived till the year A. U. 755, but Josephus says Herod’s life was 
despaired of at the time of the great Eclipse which happened A. U. 
750 and that he died before the feast in the same year. Consequent- 
ly, according to Luke and Josephus, Herod was dead about four 
years before Jesus was born !! Where now is the clandestine story 
of the wise men, Herod’s trouble, the slaughter of the innocents and 
similar silly tales ! That our Lord was thirty at the time of enter- 
ing on his public ministry is most reasonable to suppose ; and if we 
allow of liberty on the one hand, we may equally assume it on the 
other, and say with as much plausibility that he was not thirty as 
that he was more than thirty. At this age the Levites entered the 
office of the priesthood, Num. 4. S, 47; and seeing Jesus submitted 
to the baptism of John, saying, thus it becometh us to fulfil all 
righteousness, we may rationally conclude he conformed to the gen- 
eral custom in this case alse- But seeing it cannot be proved that 
Herod lived later than A. U. 750. nor that our Lord was born sooner 
than A. U. 753, it follows that Herod was dead three years before 
Christ was born! ! Hence we conclude that these introductions are 
spurious, seeing their narrative and chronology are contraiicted by 
approved Historians and the sacred scriptures ! 

Moreover these introductions contradict themselves. The sup- 
posed Luke says, Jesus was born at the time of the taxation: but 
from Eusebius it appears this tax was not laid on the land of Juda, 
till after the death of Herod and the banishment of Archelaus, and 
in this chronology Eusebius, Josephus, and this same Luke agree. 
Hence Herod was dead before Jesus was born, and the false testimo- 
ny of the supposed Matthew must either have been rejected by Eu- 
sebius, or wanting in the copies of the Gospels extant in his days. 
This much we know, that the Jewish Christians for whom Matthew 
wrote, never admitted the introduction into their copies of his Gos- 
pel. ‘The Ebionites and Marcion began their Gospel at the third 
Chapter. ‘The narrative of these introductions is too heathenish te 
have had a place in a book, acknowledged as divine by a Jewish 
Christian : and from the nature of the story and its similarity to 
that of Mars and the vestal virgin, there can be little reason to doubt 
of its being composed by some heathen convert, in the beginning of 
the second century, and afterwards affixed to the gospel of Matthew 
and subsequently to that of Luke. ‘The design of the writer was 
evidently to raise the Master of christians to the rank of the heathen 
deities ; and the texture and phraseology of the three introductions, 
betray the heathen Platonic rather than the humble and Jewish dis 
ciple of Jesus. Indeed the very first verse of Matthew intimates, 
that the writer is not the real Matthew, but some other citing from 


some book like the Gospel of the infancy, which is a fabulous nare 
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rative of the transactions of Christ’s childhood !! And it cannot 
be denied that men, who wrote books and attributed them to Jesus 
himself, could easily forge these introductions as they did an hun- 
dred other books and ascribe them to the labors of the Apostles ; 
and even affix their names to the veriest fooleries, in order te obtain 
credit for them in the world. 

Among those, who have writtea in refytation of the Miraculous 
Conception, may be mentioned the Rev. John Grundy of Manches- 
ter, in his Lectures addressed to Trinitarians; the Rev. Geo 
Harris, late of Liverpool, in a course of lectures entitled ** Unitari- 
anism and Trinitarianism contrasted ;” and the Editors of the im- 
proved version. The Rev. ‘Thomas Belsham, in his sermon on the 
death of Linsey, justly ascribes all the errors of the Christian re- 
ligion to the fabulous story of the Miraculous Conception ; and, in 
a manly, independent, and judicious manner, thus describes the 
progress of the christian corruptions. ‘** Errors concerning the per- 
son of Christ, have lain at the foundation of all the corruptions of 
the Christian Doctrine. ‘The pride of heathen Philosophy could not 
submit to acknowledge the authority of a crucified Jew. Ashamed 
of the humble prophet of Nazareth, it first maintained that he was 
a man in appearance only, not in reality. Driven from this wretch- 
ed and untenable position, it next raised him to the rank of a hero— 
god, by the invention of a miraculous conception. It then united 
to his human nature, a Divine logos, to sustain the part of the Christ. 
Its next invention was to substitute a created, but superangelic spirit 
for his human soul; and to delegate to this exalted creature, the 
creation and government of the Universe. By one gradation more, 
the crucified man, was advanced to «n equality with the Father, the 
infinite and eternal God. After this, the spirit of imspiration was 
firat personified, then deified. Next followed the deification of a 
woman, the humble mother of Jesus. ‘Then succeeded an immense 
train of saints and martyrs, canonized as inferior and tutelar deities ; 
the objects of local and individual worship. The rear of this host 
of errors is brought up by that paragon of absurdities, the transmu- 
tation of a morsel of bread into a God, first to be adored, then to 
be eaten by its worshipers ; an extravagance far exceeding all the 
fooleries and fables of Pagan Mythology.” 

To conclude, the writer of this Essay remembers when he believ- 
ed in the perfect equality and coeternity of the son with the Father, 
and estimated a man’s religion by his high opinion of the savior : 
now believing Christ a real man, the son of Joseph and Mary by or- 
dinary generation, he protests that his love and veneration for the 
Redeemer is not in the least abated, by a change of opinion con- 
cerning his person, nor the expectation of obtaining salvation in the 
sacred name, and by the power of Jesus, at all diminished. 


Errata. In our last number page 138 line 14, instead of ‘ wor- 
shipers of Jews,” read worshipers of Jesus: and in page 139 line 
25, instead of ** adored,” read adorned. 
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proving their talents, good things, or the oracles of God, which had 
been committed to them, that the rich man, or the Jew 8, were judg- 
ed and cast into outer darkness ; or to receive an aionian, or age- 
lasting punishment, and poor Lazarus, or the Gentiles, grafted in, ; to 
enjoy those good things, or the b.essing of Abraham. See Luke xvi 
19-S1. Mat. vill, 5~12,. chap. xxi. 55-41. chap. xxiv. 1-54. chap. 
XXv. S#-46. 

But who can suppose that Moses and Dax id, are to be everlasting- 
ly miserable ? Or that the Jews are not to be brought in again, with 
the fulness of the Gentiles ? 

But the most powerful objection, which the orthodox have agains‘ 
this universal salvation, lies in their own revengful feelings. Or 
while not knowing what manner of spirit they are of ; and ‘consid- 
ering themselves to be righteous, and despising othitte, they feel that 
sitch as do not embrace their orthodoxy, ‘‘ought to be denied the 
liberty of the press, and punished as enemies to their country, ”? while 
here ; and that hereafter, they shall unspeakably rejoice in God’s 
darling attribute of justice, or to see his law magnified, in plunging 
these awful heretics down, to roll and screech in endless torments !! ! 

But ask such as enjoy but a spark of the love of God in their souls, 
if that love does not fll them with a fonging desire and prayer, that 
all may be saved ; And will the infinite source of that love in God, 
endlessly desire, and never obtain what it so desires F 

By their fruits ye shall know them. 


ELIHU. 


EMANCIPATION OF INTELLECT. 

It is a fact long observed and lamented that the mind has as often 
been subjected to slavery as the body-and the person exposed there- 
by to greater degradation, than the African, when bought and sold 
in the basest and most inhuman traffic. But the signs of the times 
indicate the happy preludes of a brighter sky, when the light of one 
day shall be as seten ; and the gloomy, threatening clouds of super- 
stition, fly away before the vivifying and splendid beams of the Sun 
of Righteousness. Consternation appenres to palsy the exertions of 
free inquiry for a season, whilst blind enthusiasm exerted her ener- 
gies and stimulated her voteries alwost to frenzy, in the formation 

of Missionary and Tract societies for the express purpose of enslav- 
ing the mind, by requiring it under the paiaful apprehension of eter- 
nal torture, to renounce all pretensions to common sense on religious 
subjects, and to follow implicitly blind guides who notwithstanding 
all their assumptions, were in danger of falling into the ditch. The 
boast of modern orthodoxy is the vast number of bibles circulated, 
the multitude of Missionaries, and the frequency and extension of 
revivals, without amy concern about the correctness of the transla- 
tions, the truth of the doctrines taught, or the sincerity and decorum 
of converts. But to the great diserace of Christianity, to the shame 
snd inevitable confusion of Pharasaic pietists, the bibles thus trans? 
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lated, are the common sport of the people of the East: the Mission-, 
aries are defeated in their attempts to impose their unmeaning jar- 
gon on the people, and even in our ewn country, revivals, almost 
wherever they happen, have the tendency to expose to utter contempt, 
the systems of unparalleled folly practised on the lower and weak 
minded classes of society. We read in the Revelation of an injuri- 
ous traffic in souls, of a time succeeding shortly after, when the de- 
inded subjects of imposition, hated the cause of their degradation— 
and so shall the end be with the people, who are now compassing 
sea and land to make one proselyte. 

Among the more intelligent classes both at home and abroad, the 
orthodox system is becoming ridiculous, and every attempt at pro- 
pagating modern Evangelisim, more effectually exposes it to the scoff 
and reproach of reflecting men. In proof of what I say, I refer to 
the notice in the Columbian Star of the late occurrence, during the 
discussion of the Catholic question inthe British Parliament. Whea 
Mr. Courtenay told the house, that a very great majority of them, 
had never read the thirty-nine articles which formed their creed, 


they laughed heartily : but when he told them that the greater part 
of these articles related to subjects which were by no means neces- 
sary to be believed nor interesting to any man, the whole house burst 
jn loud cheers of applause ! This would insinuate that Episcopacy 
is of little more repute in England, than Papacy was in France be- 


fore the Revolution ! In France I have beheld the bibles of the 
London Society sold for waste paper. The Arabs it is said collect 
together and set one in the wset to read the Society’s translation, 
whilst the vulgarities, blunders, and inconsistences of the language. 
affords them sport and amusement ; and the Hindoos have complete 
ly foiled the attempts of the Missionaries, by exposing the absurdi 
ties of their doctrines. No longer will the crudities of orthodoxy be 
found palatable to the thinking and inquiring part of mankind. A 
reformation or certain destruction, awaits all the popular Churches 
of the Eighteenth Century. —Editor. 
BRAHMUNICAL MAGAZINE, 

An antimissionary paper published in Bengal, by Shivu-Prusad 
Surma. 

The Brahmin speaking of their holy books under the names of thie 
Ved, Tuntrus, Poorans, &c. says, the Poorans and Tuntrus, which 
have been quoted by acknowledged expounders. and which have 
commentaries, are received for evidence; but by a general rule. 
whatever book opposes the Ved, is destitute of authority, when 
therefore the Poorans disagree with the Ved, their authoity is not 
regarded. 

EXTRACTS. 

‘*With a view to prove the errors of the Poorans and Tuntrus you 
say, that the Poorans represent God as possessed of various names 
and forms; as possessed of a wife and children, and as subject to the 
senses and to the discharge of bodily functions ; from which it fot- 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALISTS 


THY EARTHLY, AND HEAVENLY MAN. 1 Cor. xv. 4% 


the earthly man, or flesh and blood, cannot inherit the kingdout 
ef God. And the earthly man, or the creature, being made subject 
to vanity, death hath passed upon all men, for all have sinned.—~ 
From this it appears, that the earthly man must be raised to a higher 
state, than that in which he was first created, before he can see or 
enjoy the kingdom of God. 

But if man, by his first birth, is endowed with imnrortality, which 
is aionian life, 1 Tim. vi. 16, and what constitutes the heavenly 
man, it is but folly te be looking forward to a time, when we shalf 
be raised to put on immortality, or that which we already enjoy.— 

ind as immortality is aionian life, it is impossible for immortality, 
to die or suffer. And to hold that there are two kinds of immortali- 
ty, is but nonsense, and without any support from the scriptures of 
iruth. 

Yet, the orthodox tells us, that the natural man is possessed of an 
immortal soul, which they call his rational faculty. From this, let 
us inquire how ideas are formed, or the distinction is made, between 
light and darkness, cold and heat, &c. without the fleshy ergans of 
seeing and feeling? or how is one rational idea formed, without the 
fieshly brain, or the five bodily senses? The mistake then is only 
this. ‘That it is the fleshly body, which possesses all the ration- 
al faculties, instead of the soul. The soul spoken of, Luke xii. 1Q 
20, and called life, ver. 22. 23, is that which puts the fleshly ors. 
gans, or rational faculties, into action, And it is the action of the 
bodily system, that preserves the animal life or keeps the soul alive. 
Then separate the soul from the body, or these two dependants 
from each other, and where are they? Shall we look to the Psalm- 
ist for an answer? In speaking of man, he says; ‘**His breath go- 
eth forth, he returneth to his earth; in that very day his thoughts 
perish.” Psa. cxlvi. 4. What then can the happiness or misery of 
a man be, while without thoughts, or any sensation ? 

In this thoughtless state, man must remain, alter death, fill his 
body or rational faculties are raised, to put on immortality ; when 
death will then. be swallowed up in victory. 1 Cor. xv. 54. 55.— 
What then is the number to be, of such as are to be raised to put on 
immortality, aiorian life. ‘To ascertain this number, we will notice 
several texts of scripture 

Ist. Since then the children are partakers of flesh and blood, 
Christ himself in like manner partook also of them; that through 
death he might destroy him who hath the power of death, that is, the 
devil ; and might deliver those who. through fear of death, were all 
their lifetime subject to bondage. Heb. ii. 14. 15. 

When Christ shall thus destroy the devil, who hath the power of 
death, where will his dominion be, or death, fear, pain, tears and 
sorrow then he found ? 

2d. The Father hath given the son authority over all flesh, that Ne 
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154 Communication. 
may give uionian life to all whom he hath given him. John xvee 


3d. Through the offence of one, (the earthly nature) judgment 
came upon aii men to condemnation ; so likewise, through the Tight- 
cousness of one, the free gift hath come upon al/ men to ‘justification 
of life. Rom. v. 18. 

4th. God hath included all toge:her in unbelief, that he might have 
mercy upon a//. Rom. xi. 32. 

5th. As in Adam, (the earthly nature) al! die, so, also in Christ, 
all are tobe made alive. 1 Cor. xv. 22. This deathin Adam, is not 
only a death in sin, Eph. ii. 1, but that of the body, as the penalty. 
And to be made alive by C hrist, i is to be made alive from beth. 

Gth. For he (Christ) must reign till he shall have put all things un 
der his feet. The last enemy shall be destroyed, even death. But 
when it is said, all things are subjected, it is manifest that he is ex 
cepted, who subjected all things to him. And when ali things shall 
be subjected to Him, then the son himself, also, will be subjected to 
Him who subjected ali things to hin, that God may be ail in all. 1 
Cor. xv. 25—28. 

But the orthodox tell us, the subjection here spoken of, means the 
subjection or bowing of the wicked, under the feet or iron rod of God’s 
justice, where they : are to suffer an everlasting punishment! If so, 
awful indeed ! For the same text says, that the son himself, whom 

they call the Mighty God, is also to be subjected with them ; and 
no one is excepted, “but the Father. 

If then the word a/l, means the whole ; and as these words all are 
parallel i in these sentences, where it says ; in Adam eli die, the free 
vift of justification to life, then extends to all such as die s and who 
will be raised to put on immortality, and become a new creation. 

But the orthodox tell us; ** A God all mercy is a God unjust.” 
A wonderful discovery ! But the scripture says ; the Lord is well 
pleased for his righteousness sake ; for he (Christ) will magnify the 
law and make it honorable. If then, the law, or justice, is now 
magnified, or made honorable, perhaps, a God all mercy now, is not 
unjust. 

Nothing can be more dishonorable to Christ, than to charge him 
with such a deficiency in magnifying the law, ag to render it neces 
sary, that one of the human family must endlessly suffer, to magnify 
the law, or to make a display of God’s justice. 

The unpardonable sin, is also brought forward, as another objec- 
tion. As to this; God never forgives, and then punishes for the 
same offence. Every correction then, which any have to receive, is 
for an unpardonable sin. And there are no sins forgiven, but those 
of ignorance. For every known and wilful sin, restitution must be 
made by the offender himself, or receive a correction therefor. See 
Levit. iv. chap. 6. 1 Tim. 1.15. Heb. x. 26, 27. 

It was for the Bictriaee sin, that Moses was not suffered to 
enter Canaan. And it was for this sin, that the sword was not te 
depart from David’s house. And it was also for this sin, in not im 
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and mercy can perform.’ I donot know any polytheistical system 
more clear than this description of the Missionary, as declaring 
three Beings equally omniscient, omnipotent, and possessed of infi- 
nite mercy. 1, however, beg to ask, whether the omnipotence, om- 
niscience, and infinite mercy of one person is sufficient or not, to 
arrange the universal system and preserve its harmony ? If s0, an 
admission of the omnipotence and omniscience of the second and 
the third is superfluous and absurd ; butif notsufficient, why should 
we stop at the number three, and not carry on the numeration until 
the number of omnipotent beings becomes at least equal to that of 
the heavenly bodies, ascribing to each the management of a globe? 
From the skill which Europeaus generally display i in conducting po- 
litical aflairs and effecting mechanical inventions, foreigners very of 
ten conclude that their religious doctrines would be equally reason- 
able ; but as soon as any of them if made acquainted with such doc- 
trines as are professed by the Missionary and a great number of his 
countrymen, he will firmly believe that religious t-uth has no con 
nexion with political success.” 

**T beg to ask every candid and reflecting reade~, whether a man 
be placed onan imperial throne or 2it in the dust—whether he be 
lord of the whole known world or destitute of even a hut, the com- 
meander of millions, or without a single follower—whether he be in 
timately acquainted with all human learning, or ignorant of letters 
~—whether he be ruddy and handsome, or dark and deformed ; yet, 
if while he declares that God is not man, he again professes to be- 
lieve in a God-Man er Man-God, under w! latever suptyetry the idea 
may be sheltered, can such a person have a just claim to enjoy res 
pect in the intellectual world ? And does he not expose himself to 
censure, should he, at the same time, ascribe unreasonablefess te 
others 7°—Chr. Ing. 


NEW ASSOCIATION. 

The Brethren in Chatauque and vicinity, met on the 20th July. 
ult. in Conference, according to the public notice ; and having or 
ganiz:d a council, by choosing br. Caleb Todd Moderator and br 
Holbrook Clerk. ‘The follow: ing resolutions passed unanimously : 

1. Resolved, that the formation of an association in this district 
of the state, is become expedient ; and that we therefore constitute 
one, to be denominated ** Tue Cuarauque Assogiatrion or Ustr- 
VERSALISTS.”” 

Resolved, that the first meeting of this Association shall be held 
in the town of Ellicott, on the first Wednesday and Thursday of 
September, 182¢. 

On account of disappointment in the attendance of some of the 
Ministering brethren, there was only one public service; introduc- 
tory prayer by br. Caleb Todd. Sexmon by br. Lewis C. Todd, 
from Ps. 19. 7: concluding prayer by br. Alfred Peck. 

We cannot refrain from expressing our joy and wonder, that in so 
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short a Time, such a complete revolution should take place, Yn: the 
religious views and prejudices of this part of the State. A few 
years ago preaching was scarcely attempted by Universalists, in any 
village of importance, in this section of N. Y. but now, from per- 
sonal knowledge of the circumstance, we declare with emotions of’ 
gratitude, that there is scarcely a town or village from Utica to 
Cleaveland, Ohio, a distance of 400 miles, in which there may not 
be obtained a respectable audience to hear a Universalist preacher— 
Editor. 
— 


LOOK AT THIS ! 

The Editor, being informed that some Postmasters demanded an 
extravagant postage for this paper, wrote to the Postmaster General, 
enclosing one number of the Universalist (being a stitched pamph- 
let of 16 pages) and received the following reply. 


Post Office Department, 
ist lugust, 1825. ‘ 
Sir, 

The pamphlet enclosed in your letter of the 18th ult. being peri- 
odical, is chargeable, under the 50th Section of the late Post Office 
Law, with one and a half cents postage for any distance not exceed~ 
ing one hundred miles, and with two and a half cents for any great- 
er distance. Respectfully your ob’t. 

JOHN McLEAN.. 

The Rey. J. 8. Tuompsoy. 

_ 


EASTERN ASSOCIATION 

Convened at Wayne, Me. in annual session, received into fellow 
ship the Societies of Wayne, Buckfield, Jay, Levant, Camden, Un- 
ion, Dover, Voxcroft and Sangerville ; conferred ordination on Brs. 
George Bates, Thomas Dolloff and Henry Hawkins ; and gave let 
ters to Brs. Alexander Hatch and Tayler Whittier. 

The following Preamble and resolution were unanimously adopt- 
ed, to wit :— 

“ Whereas the ministers and delegates composing the Eastern Associa- 
tion of Universalists, in session at Wayne, July 6, 1825, are desirous of 
being instrumental in disseminating the sublime principles of the Gospel 
of Peace and Salvation: And whereas the said Association are persuaded 
that, those principles, as we understand them, are not so generally known 
as it is desirable they should be, but are frequently made the subject of 
gross and ungenerous misrepresentation ; Therefore, in order to give more 
general circulation to our principles, as actually professed, and to correct 
the misrepresentations of which we complain, it is 

‘Resolved, That an Executive Committee of seven be annually ap- 
pointed, to collect, in the name of the Eastern Association of Universal- 
ists, sueh sums as may “Ye voluntarfly subscribed, for the purpose of pub- 
lishing short articles, in a pamphlet form, entitled * Christian Visitants.” 
for gratuitous distribution —Chr. Jnte i. , 
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lows that there are many gods, that they are subject to sensual pleasure, 
and that the omnipresence of God cannot be maintained. I there- 
fore humbly ask the missionary gentlemen, whether they call Je- 
sus Christ, who is possessed of the human form, and also the Holy 
Ghost, who is possessed of the dove shape,—the very God? And 
whether they do not consider that Jesus Christ, the very God, recei- 
ved impressions by the external organs, eyes, &c. and operated by 
means of the active organs, hands, &c. And whether or not they 
consider him as subject to all the human passions? Was he angry 
or not? Was his mind afflicted or not? Did he experience any 
suffering or pain PAnd did he not eat and drink; Did he not live 
a long time with his own mother, brothers, and relations? Was he 
not, born, and did he notdie? And did not the Holy Ghost, whe 
js the very God, in the form of a-dove, remove from one place to 
another? If they acknowledge ail this then they cannot 
find fault with the Poorans, alleging that in them the names and the 
forms of God are established, and that according to them, God must 
be considered as subject to the senses, and as possessing senses and 
ergans ; and that God must be considered as having a wife and child 
and as not possessed of omnipresence on account of his having a 
form. Because ali these errors, viz. the plurality of gods, their 
sensual indulgence and their locality, are applicable to themselves 
ina complete degree. To say that every thing, however contrary 
to the laws of nature, is possible with God, will equally afford a pre- 
tence to missionaries and Hindoos in supportof theirrespective in- 
carnations. The aged Vyvas has spoken the truth in Muhabharut ¢ 
** king ! a person sees the faults ef another although they are like 
the grains of mustard seed; but although his own faults are big as 
the Bel fruit, looking at them he cannot perceive them. | Moreover, 
the Poorans say that the names, forms and sensual indulgence of 
God which we have mentioned, are fictitious ; and we have so spo- 
ken with a view to engage the mins of persons of weak understan- 
ding ; but the missionary gentlemen say that the account which is 
givenin the bible of the names, forms and sensual indulgence of 
God is real. ‘Therefore the plurality of gods, their locality and sub- 
jection to sensual indulgence, are faults to be found in a real sense, 
only in the system of the Missionary gentlemen. Secondly, the 
Hindoo Poorans and ‘Tuntrus, in which the fictitious account is gi- 
ven, are subordinate to the Ved, but are not the very Ved itself: 
when they disagree with the Ved their authority is not regarded.— 
‘When the Ved and the Poorans disagree, the Ved must be regard- 
ed; pious men will always explain the Pooran, &c., in agreement 
with what the Ved declares :? But the Missionary gentlemen con- 
sider the Bible as their Ved, and in explaining it, have in this man- 
ner dishonoured God in a real sense. A real error therefore, and an 
excess of error is discovered in their own system.” 

** Christian teachers profess that God is one, and that Jesus Christ 
is the Son of God, and the very God. Hence I naturally conclude, 
that they believe the Son to be the Father; and consequently ques- 
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tioned the reasonableness of such a doctrine. For when a person 
aflirms that such a one, say James, is one, and that John is his son, 
and again says that John is actually James, we should naturally con- 
clude that he means that John the son is James the fat! ier, and be at 
liberty to ask, how can John the son be James the father ? Butas 
the Missionary, a minister of that religion, declares that ‘the 
Bible no where says that the Son is the Father, but says that the Sou 
1s equal to the Father in nature and essence,’ and ‘ distinet im per- 

son,’ &c. and recommends me to reflect on mankind, of whom * ev- 
ery son who has not the same human nature with his father, must be 
a monster ;? it would be too much boldness on my part to give pre- 
ference to my apprehension of the meaning of the Bible over that et 
the Missionary. I would therefore have admitted (as suggested by 
hin) that the Son of God is God, on the analogy and in the sense 
that the son of a man is a man, had_I not been compelled by his very 
suggestion to reject entirely his other still more important ‘assertion, 
that is, the coeval existence of the son with the father. For, the 
belief of the nature of the son of man being the sam» as that of the 
father, though it justifies the idea of the Son of God being God, is 
utterly repugnant to the possibility of the son being coeval with his 
tather. te is evident, that if a son of man be supposed coeval with 
his father, he must be considered something more extraordinary than 


99 


a monster . 
** Christians may, perhaps, consider the Trinity as perceptible by 
them through the force of early instructions, in the same manner as 
the followers of the ‘Tuntru doctrines among Hindoos in Bengal con- 
sider God as consisting of five distinct persons, and yet as one God ; 
and as the generality of modern Hindoos esteem namerous incarua- 
tions under one Godhead almost as an experienced fact from theis 
early habits. How can Christians who in general justly pride them- 
selves on ther cultivated understanding, admit such an ani alogy or 
justify any one in misleading others with such sophistries ? ‘The only: 
excuse which I feel inclined to make for them, and a true one is, 
that the enlightened amongst them, hike several of the Greek and 
Roman philos: yphers, yield, through policy, to the vulgar epinions, 
though tully sensible of the unjustifiableness of them. I am, how- 
ever, sorry to observe, that the minds of a great number of Chris- 


tians are so biassed in favour of the doctrines of the ‘Trinity from the 


strong impression made on them by education in their youth, that 
they can readily defy the suggestion of the senses, reason and ex- 
perience, In opposition t to this doctrine. ‘J hey accuse Brahmunical 
priests of having an unjust ascendancy over their pupils, while they 
forget how ereatly Ch iristians are influenced by their ministers so as 
to overlook the error of such an anal ogy as the abov e, and others of 
a similar nature.” 

** Moreover, the Missionary says that ‘ The Father, Son and Hols 
Ghost are also described in Scripture, as equally giving grace and 
peace to man; as pardoning sin and leading men im the paths of 
righteousness 5 hich things omniscience, omnipotence, infinite love 





